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1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 Maren 2004 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)IS| This action is non-final 

3D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 o.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) EI Claim(s) _M2 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 12 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6M Claim(s) Ml is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 
Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121: 
I. Claims 1-11, drawn to a toggle bolt apparatus, classified in class 411, 
subclass 002. 

II- Claim 12, drawn to a method for positioning a threaded member in a 
molded article, classified in class 29, subclass 4. 

Inventions I and II are related as product and process of use. The inventions can 
be shown to be distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1) the process 
for using the product as claimed can be practiced with another materially different 
product or (2) the product as claimed can be used in a materially different process of 
using that product (MPEP § 806.05(h)). In the instant case, over-molding is a general 
method describing a process that can be used with a variety of other articles, such as 
fasteners, for example, when attaching a device to a substrate. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for Group I is not required for Group II, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 

During a telephone conversation with George Coury on 1 1/30/2004, a provisional 
election was made with traverse to prosecute the invention of I, claims 1-11. Affirmation 
of this election must be made by applicant in replying to this Office action. Claim 12 is 
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withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn 
to a non-elected invention. 



Status of Claims 
[11 Claims 1-11 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

[2] Claims 2 arid 1 1 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
grammatical errors. In Claim 2, "releasbly," and in Claim 11, "reading." 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

[3] The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

& A CKES^ «T? disc,osed or described - - 

the prior art are such that the THi M^X^"^ t0 be pa,ented and 
invention was made to a person having Si JShfiEKJ ° bV,0US at the time the 

Patent sha.. not be negati^ 

[4] Claims 1-3, 6, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gavin US-6,789,776 in view of Kanie US-5,551,817. 
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Gavin teaches of a cast-in anchor afrachmen, apparatus that comprises of a 

tool for removal of the annular member are possible. 

However, Gavin fails to disclose express, a resiiien, section a, the fbrefron, of 
the annular member. 

such a resilient section at the forefront of the stud. 

arttomodi^ecaat-in anchor ~n, apparatus ,u g h, by Oavin.to incorporate a 
resilientmemberaa^htb.Kanie.inordertoallow.heanchor.oremainmoreaecure 

-urin 9 ,hemo,doverproce SS ,as W e„a S p r ov,di„ g a TOr e S ecureenvi ro nmen,for,ha 
anchors such manipulabons as ,i g h,enin g the connection between the anchor and 
wall of which it is adjacent. 

Now as for Claim ,, Gavin discloses a casbin anchor attachment apparatus 
comprising: 

a head portion having a cenfra, portfcn (Gauin in view of ^ , ^ 
eadpo rt ,on 2 5in F , g ,o f Kan, f or M i„ F i,, ofGavin) , aroundedend 

fr omoneendo f ,hecenfra,por«o„ ( roundedpor«ona tm e t opof 24 i„ r ,. 1ofKante) 
^ a,, -'-^^ex,endin,,a tera ^^ toatongMna|a)<feofthe 

oantral portion (24 in Fig. 1 of Kanie); and 
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a thread protector (50 in Fig. 8 of Gavin, comprising a threaded member (20 in 
Fig. 8 of Gavin, having a slotted heed ,92 in Fig. 9 of Gavin), the thread protector being 
releaseably connected to the central portion (Fig. 8 of Gavin,. 

As for Claim 2. Re: Claim 1. Gavin discloses a oast-in anchor attachment 
apparatus wherein the central portion has a solid base a. an end opposite to the 
rounded end (23 in Fig. , of Kanie), and wherein the slotted head of the thread protector 
» releasably connected to the solid base (Fig. 8 to Fig. 7. as we,, as from par, 3, lines 
35-36, and the last paragraph of claim # 4 of Gavin). 

As for Claim 3, Re: Claim 1 , Gavin discloses a cast-in anchor attachment 
apparatus wherein the a, ,eas« one wing comprises a, leas, two wings extending 
laterally from opposite sides of the central portion (24 in Fig. , of Kanie,. 

As for Cleim 6, Re: Claim f. Gavin discloses a cast-in anchor attachment 
appera,us wherein the a, leas, one wing extends outerward,, and rearward.y from the 
rounded head (24 in Fig. 1 of Kanie). 

As for Claim 7, Re: Claim 1, Gavin discloses a cast-in anchor attachment 
appara,us wherein the a, leas, one wing „ hingedly mounted to the cenfra, portion a, a 
hrnged connection (the hinge following 24 to toe top in Fig. 1 of Kanie,. 

As for Cairn 8. Re: Claim 7, Gavin discioses a cast-in anchor attachment 

from toe hinge connection (fonvard teeing portion of toe wing, toward of the angle 
formed be^een 24 and toe.top in Fig. 7 o, Kanie,, and a rea W ard teeing portion of toe 
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a. leas, one wing extends rearwardly f ram the hinge connection (rearwa* facing p„ rtion 
ofthewing,24inFig.7ofKanie). 



H Cain, 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gavin 
US-6,789,776 In view of Kanie US-5,551,8,7, and in farther view of Olson, Jr., US- 
6,406,236. 

Gavin in view of Kanie teach of the above claims. 

However, Kanie fai,s to disclose expressly ridges on the outer surface of at least 
one wing. 

Olson, Jr. teaches of a panelfastener whereby on each wing are a number of 

inserted through a wall or panel. 

A, the time of invention. » would have been obvious to one of ordinary m in the 
art to mod*, (he resilient means as taught by Kanie, to income a set o, ridges or 
nbs as taugh, by 0,son, Jr., in order to create a more stabfe connection between me 
wmgs of the resilient means and the ho te by which i, is being inserted to via hdges or 
"be; whose main purpose Is fundamentally entered upon their use as printarv support 
structures or possessing the ability to help assist holding structures. 

[6] Claim 5 is rejected under 1 1 «; r i • 

J 6r 35 U S C - 103 < a > as be>ng unpatentable over Gavin 

US-6,789,776 in view of Kanie US-5 tti «17 * „, 

«me uo o,5bl,817, and in further view of Chang US- 

6,679,712. 
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Gavin in view of Kanie teach of the above claims. 

However, Kanie fails to disclose expressly of the resilient means having a 
longitudinal slot disposed along the central portion. 

Chang teaches of a fixture for an elecflical device that encompasses a resilient 
means including a groove as shown (143 in Fig. 6). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modifiy the resilient means as .aught by Kanie, ,o incorporate a longHudina, slot as 
taught by Chang in his resilient means, in orter to, as Chang states, (let the wedge 
portion 142 move elastically while passing through the through hole 131"). Thus i, is a 
design choice that „i„ allow a more efficient passing through of the resilien, means by 
improving the elasticity and flexibility of the means. 

[7] Claim g-1 1 are reiected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gavin U M ,78 9 ,776 in view of Kan te US-5,551,817, and in further view of Men, 
5,667,443. 

Gavin in view of Kanie teach of the above claims. 

However, Gavin fails to disclose express.y an annular member that comprises a 
longitudinal cutout positioned along the thread protector. 

Allen teaches of a bolt including a cleaning thread point tip involving a 
longitudinal cutout, which can be viewed as (22 in Fig. 1 of Allen). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordina^ skill in the 
art to modify the annular member as taught by Gavin, to incorporate a longitudinal 
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cutout as taugh, by A»en; in order ,o, as Allen sta.es in his summary of the invention, 
("enable the materia,, when the fastener is threaded into the port, to receive the foreign 
materia,-,. Thus, the longitudina, cutout is an additional design choice to the original 
thread protecting quaMes of the annular member, allowing another characteristic of 
keeping the threads clean. The longitudinal culou. as shown by Allen extends from a 
rear edge of the thread protector toward the slotted head, and ends before reaching the 
slotted head, as stated in Claims 10and 11 of the applicant (22 in Fig. 1 of Allen). 
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Conclusion 



M The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent lo 
applicant's disclosure is as follows: Lauchner, US Patent Application Publication US 

6,594,870; Regan et al., 4,083,162. 

*> ^ l "^--ind,,sc< mm u„ ioatooreartferM ^ 

exammer should be directed to David C R«=„ u 

t0DaV ' dC Reese »' h ^ telephone number is 703-305- 

Z SWannCanb6re — <-> 3 — e,a X phonenumberfor 

.neor g anKa5on W here,bi S application or proceeding is ass, 8 „ed is 703,72,306 

'" fo -«-^-n^es te ,uso,anapp,,oa B onma y beob,inedfro m ,he 
*W Application Information P.etr.va, ( PA, R) system . Status informafon fof 

P— « applications may be obtained from either Private PA, R or Public P A , R 

^^^^^^^^^^ 

ouhaveouestlonsonaocesstothePhvateP^s^,^^^ 
Busmess Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free,. 

David Reese 
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